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16. Though the Joint Magistrate in his Report states that Petitioner has committed many
irregularities, there is nio specification of what the irregularities were, That gentieman, good
and just as he is, was, to Petitioner’s great misfortune, mis-guided by his subordinate, and there-
fore it was that petitioner was so summarily and arbitrarily removed from office.

17. TUnder the orders of the Supreme and Home Governments, no Uncovenanted Servant8S -
can be dismissed on mere suspicion, and without having been brought to trial on any alleged
chairge. How then can it be right and justto remove petitioner from his office {—Under the
foreacing explangtion— ‘

Ist.—That he did not make any false entry in his Diary,

2nd:—That he did not abseond from his station without leave, and, :

8rd.—That he committed no irregularities, whilst he was employed as an English erfera
your Excellency will be pleased to observe that petitioner has been hardly and harshly dealt with,
He, therefore, most humbly and respectfully solicits your Excellency to take into your just and
merciful consideration, and pass an order directing his re-instatement in office.

18. Petitioner is yet young, and he has a growing family, and it is hard that whilst he
has wholly devoted himself t0 acquire a thorough knowledge of the English, Tamil, Telugn ?“d
Mahratta languages, and of the Rules, Regulations, avd Acts, and passed the Test examination
and isin no way, any wise, fit for any other employment, be should be now thrown out without
any just cause or reason, and cast upon the wide cold world, for the subsistence of himself and
family. Therefore, Petitioner most humbly, and with the utmost deference, solicits your Excele
lency, in view of all the foragoing facts, to be graciously pleased to comply with his prayer. .

For which'act of goodness and justice, Petitioner, as in duty bound, shall ever pray.

B (Signed) C. RAMA ROW,
Mabpgas, 25th February 1865. Late Sub-Magistrate.

——

No. 66. OrpER THEREON, Tth April 1865, No. 550.

Resolved that the Memorial recoived with the second Petition, recorded above,
be forwarded to the Right Honorable the Secretary of State

(True Extract.)
A. J. ARBUTENOT,
Chief Becretary:
o

Bzd, J, H, Barna, .
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2 1"XCELLENCY THE HoNoRABLE THE GOVERNOR IN (LCUXCIL,

Fort Saint Geoirge, Mudras.
The humble petition of Coimbatore RAM
ROV, late Sub-Magistrate of Peliar, in
the Kalkada Taluq, District of Cudda-
pah,

That hé.ving been most unjustly and arbitrarily dismissed from office by Mr.
. Magistrate Molony, and his dismissal having been confirmed by the Honor-
able the President and Members of the Board of Revenue, and your Exccllency in
Council, Petitioner begs to bring the following fresh points to the favorable con-
sideration of your F-+-lanev in Couneil, in the fervent hope that, in view thereof,

he will L reinstatc

observation, Petitioner would submit, with the utmost

deference, that his father C. Soobarow,
his grand father Cornwallis Narrain Row,
and his great grand father . Lutchmana

Row, died in the service of the British Goverymsnt having served most faithfully

and loyally.
Th! o

FARISIS DO

‘alsifying the Diary.
<hsconded ; and

‘hat Pe:

followmg o

- iy

)

e B,

s 1as descended from an honest and respectable

3. The principal grounds on which

Petitioner was removed from office are :— -

committed many irregularities.
the abees #hean noints. Petitioner would humbly submit the

. ook any false entries in his Diary. DPetitioner was in

i O

Pelair on Monday and Tuesday the 1st
and 2nd February 1864, as is evidenced
by the testimony of the most respectable

illagers and thie nibitanis of the adjacent villages. Besides, another

pos-

» vitlaney having been present on the 1st February is that, it

having been the anniversary of his
father’s demise, he has, as usual o
occasions, entertained certain Brahmiis

{ whom have adhibited their signatures to the statement that Peti-

+t Pelair on the 1st February. Such being the case,  how was it

possibie, o ju
distant from T*
the Joint 2}
Pelair.

"1~ for Petitioner to have been at Madanapalli, which is 30 miles
'n the contrary, nothing on the records of the Procecdings of
how that Petitioner was at Madanapalli, and not at

-
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6. Agam Bogu: . " .
it was al Sl Bogu: vame to Petitioner’s office late in the evening, just as
s about being closcu, und preferred a complai: - Dilvanathum, a gold-

Zm:ith, }(}aving d.ofrauded her, or rather of his not deirvermg 1o her the trinket-

t:e stcffji\h!m to make, ‘IIlId to make Wlfig‘h, she had farni-hed Lim

down on suéh paper sold. Her deposition Petitioner in: )

being no office paPI‘)?r availabl 1@ ti Thi i o bimaclf, from there

. _ ¢ at the time. This, Petits elled to do

in order to avoid detaining the complainant unnec: S

Slgn%ture to the dePOSitiou given by her. It is to DC opsCrYeu

.Raml can both read and write Telugu, and it was o] ﬂe for I

: :;‘?P?sfs o ~ dating her deposition at Pelai: { at M;;

' V?rﬁamelt{‘ow o s a he lpa[{:r on whicl'l .she exceuted her Vakalatnamah to

from Liis (Pet;tioncr’s) DM;’O un rIe:;er in Petitioner’s office, and who took the paper

6 his havine fal - er. '1c? fruth of the above statement of Petitioner, as
g taken down the 4. ion of t4~ ¥ ~um Rami at P lair, would have

been still furthe ;
M . er pTOYe(L if th: wee of V w had Loen fa¥en T the Joint
agistrate,
T T .
OE o " ney i Council s
e L “to oo to M A, and fors-T- L
€ 10ad 4]
:1's house: :a kind
l’Ut‘xt-lﬁJ . - M - 5
rwhelmed with business, and
would : LI
Rmn; )
cevarica

S Uiy, 4id oIl UIC
asmn and eom!
me sui
Cand de:
said Bilvanathum. T £ the matter.

Al 1t Pelui

tioner would huwm!
Bogum Rami »

£ 1 srrao 41

Pel
nOtv‘iuué BYE

v aerainst
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A

under suspension, irom # nusupprehension of the true facts of the case which then
transpired, Petitioner applied for two
Vide Enclosure E. weeks leave, and his urzee was misinter-
preted by the Joint Magistrate’s Sherista-
1d he conszquently beecame displeaszd with him.

12. That Petitioner did not abscond without leave may be perccived from
the enclosed urzee, with an endorsemeit,
which Petitioner addressed to Mr. Joint
Magistrate Molony, under date 14th Sep-

tember 1864 from Conjeveram, stating that his place of residence was at Vediachar-
ITad Petitioner been absent without leave, would he

have written to the above cffect ? When he was transferred to the Kadiri Division, Pe-
titioner fell sick and placed himself under

the treatment of the Civil Surgeon of Chit-

toor, Mr. deFabeck, who granted him a

certificate for two wecks, on the first

occasion. Petitioner cnclosed that cer-

tificate with an urzee to the joint Magis-

his Shecosiauar made a blvnder and misinterpreted the two

tra
WELRS U 1 whorennon the Joint Ma: got angry and suspended
Petitioner -
. the s Surgeon, finding Petitioner unrecovercd, gave
him a further certificate for one month,
Vide Bucluaaro G- which Petitioner forwarded to Mr. Col-

-zee, who was at the time at Madanapalli. Thercafter,

Petitioner not having still recovered from sickness, and the Surgeon having loft
e T Waeed amder the treatment of the 1st Dresser of the Civil
Dispensary, under orders of the Surgcon,

who also gave him a further certificate

for three months.
[ixcellency in Council, under the foregn-
d not absent himself without leage, that he there-

nd that, during the whole course
Petitioner was never found fault

14, It ~will be app&rent to
‘etitioner di
~ders of hig superiors, a

4 rorninent Cmplo}"

ing explan:

of Petitioners’s 8¢
1o /o third charge of Petitioner having committed many irreg-
ularitic: 1 English Writer, Petitioner would most humbly sub-
mit that, if he were guilty of any irregularities at all, Woul(-l h(i not have becn :o?o]ught
to trial ' would he not have been dismissed the Service ? Instead of which, i
was not only promoted to a Sub-Magis-
trateship, but was also declared fit for a
Tahsildarship.
o in his Report states that Petitioner has cour
ation of what the iregularities were.
to Petitioner’s orcat misfortune, mis-

_ Joint Magistrat
g, there is no specific
st ashe is, was,

mitted : 1'i:egularitie
-ntleman, good and Ju
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4

guided by his subordinates, and therefi.. i
and arbitrarily removed frou:.

17. Under the orders of the Supreme and Home Governmeonts, no Uncovenanted
S lismissed on mere suspicion, and without has n brou.

triw ou any aicged charge. How then can it be right and just Petitioner
from his office ? Under the foregoing explanation—

L<f-—That he did not make any falso entry in lus vy,
-That he did not abscond from his Station without leave, and,
mmitted no irrcgularities, whilst he whs emple:

Lauglist.
your Excellency i be pleased
hard]\’ aned ol ‘ 1[0’ th(xr(’,f(—’” ,)hclts

your — wtwaud to take 1nto your just ain

I cder directing his re-instatement in office.

‘ -2, and he has a erowing family. and it is hard that.
vi'lulst he has wholly devoted himse! thorough k
lish, Tamil, Telugu and Mahratta languages, and of the

Acts, and passed the Test examination, and is in no w: any othier
cmplovment, he should be now thrown out, without any ~n, and
. ' “1(16 cnl(l 'Wﬂr]f:l f()r {!H‘ \‘H’l\';\'fl\nnn Al . .-f'm*z:
Petitionc.
C.oun:- il the foregoin, “aciousl
his pruycer. ‘
Fl Vi "('TV :

and justice, Petitioner,

LOSURE A,
" VOOREIRIED -"f]i _F'
RAM ROW
Wolier -
) Vhe: but narw power. You are
nav {ent at pres 'pand pass the Government ex2-
T : AT ancest.
T‘ﬁ\‘l"nvvvhf 14
Calex
: most overwhelming v wasin
. e
Maviige. . which date he enters i | Ther
are other - Row has ninst grosslv . e ul
. . . ) P
will be dis iginal ¢l 5 under Section 406 of the lu:
- - - - 1.1 e
C 4 and keep prosecutor in .
Ruun ANUNY UUD I OSUU 1IN R o
the law gave him these pos
finement.
which

" at prisoner Coimbatore Ram Row is not guilty of the offence with

. " « pg:g] l.as
- has kept in wrongful confinement one Cumsala Bilavanathum, *#
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thereby committed an offence punishable under Section 842 of the Indian Penal Code, and the
Court directs that the said Coimbatore Ram Row be released. ‘
(Signed) F.DB.MOLONY,
13th July 1864. Joint Magistrate.
(True Copy.)
(Signed) F. B.MOLONY,
wein woiober 1864 Joint Mayistrate.

e s

Excrosure C.

We, the undersigned inhabitants of Pelair, in the Cudgdapah District, do hereby declare that
after he joined bis Station, C. Ram Row, Sub-Magistrate of Pelair, in Kalkada Taluq, has per:
formed his duty justly and satisfactorily to us and the public generally,and kept his range in
peace and order. We enjoyed peace and happiness. Since he came to Pelair we were relieved
of our former distresses and enjoyed much comfort. This being the case, some who were opposed
to him created a false complaint against him, accusing that he has falsified his Diary. The author-
ities, not discovering the true facts of the case, dismissed him unjustly from service. We per-
sonally saw him at Pelair on Monday 1st February 1864, correspounding to Pooshia Bahoola As-
tami of the year Roodrodgari, and that some of us witnessed whilst he was holding his Cutcher.

ry in the case of Bogum Rami at Pelair.
We conscientiously declare that he was on the Ist Febrnary at Pelair, and that the Autho-
This our statement is perfectly true.
(Sigued) VENCATADRI REDDY,
and 50 others.

rilies most unjustly removed him from office.

Encrosure D.

The Mahazur executed by the undersigned, on the 14th September 1864, is as follows : —

That C. Ram Row, Sub-Magistrate of Pelair, was pres?ntat thatstation on Mo?day the Ist
February 1864, corresponding with Pooshia Bahoola AStaI!?l of the year Roodrod,i,-an(,1 at 20 Gu-
dialoo, or 2 ». M., it being the anniversary of his father’s de:mlse. We were present, an Fhere a.nd
then saw him. We were there on that day till next morning, and saw him present at his station

of Pelair.
This Mahazur we have executed with our fall free consent.
' (Signed) BAMACHARLOO,
and 20 other Brahmins,

PESEEEES

Encrosure E.

T Tue JOINT MAGISTRATE oF CUDDAPAH,

FroM
C. RAM ROW, '
Sub-Magistrate of Pelair.

Sir,
On the 18th instant 1 wrot
through Chittoor, and arrive at
tion on the 19th, but on my Way I was att

he Civil Surgeon, .
presented myself before t Please grant me leave for that perio a4

. ; to enclose.
which I herewith beg to (Sigued) C.RAM ROW,
Sub-Magistrate.

e to you that I would leave Pelair on the 19th, and proceed
Madanapalli on Monday following. Accordingly,l left my sta-
acked with fever, so that on my arrival at Chittour, I
who granted me a certificate for two weeks' leave,

CHITTOOR,
22nd April 1864.
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Excrosyre F.

Ma ;i;rz‘;; d:FPal;e.ck.’ Civil Surgeox.) at Chittoor, do hereby certify that C. Ram Row, Sub-
accirding tz N : li)\;tmeudda];ah District, is in bad state of health, and I solemnly declare that,
. g ol my judgment, a leave of - - - .
1n order to obtain medical treatment in the Civil | ‘bsolutely nec

\igueyy W DEFABECK,

CritTooR,
Civil Surgeon.

22nd April 186+,

Excrosure G.

I bereby ceni .
under lreatmyent zlgetg?:-ﬁ;m Row, S“b:Maglstrate of Pcluic in Cuddapah Zillah, con'inu s
sion of leave for ) 1} Dispensary Chittoor, and that I consider it necessary that an extens
one month be granted him, for the recovery of his health.

(Signed) W. peFABECK,

Carrroor, 5tk May 1864. Civil §
ivil Surgeon.

I hereh Excros:
sider it ZZCZs:i;tfga?:; l:::l:nR-ow’ Sub-Magistrate of Pelair, Cuddapah Zillah, and that I con-
of his health ston of leave for three months may be granted hiw for the recovery
Curroon, 6tk June 1864 (Signed) CHETTERSING, Ist Dresser,
Civil Dispensary, Chittvar.

To IixcLosurg 1.

THE JO1 )
Faox NT MAGISTRATE OF CUDDAPAH.

C. RAM ROW,
Sub-Magistrate of Poci.,

» and as I request a2 copy of the decisirn nassed

, Lherewith beg to enclose ;
of the High Court, T enclose herewit;e;;n;:z:? rorh of shems o e et .

fore roquest ¢ ¢ worth of stamps for the English Copy. I there-

: \ Y. ere
decision bo less than ;tlnb:il;zasid to grant me a4 copy of said decision. Should copy of said
me. . aes beg that the balauce of the stamps should be remitted to

* P *

&uv - nonar’s .
“ 0onor's reply will reach me at Vediacharri's house, Anicut Street, at Conjevaram.
Coxrveram, 1424 September 1864, (Signed) C. RAl\é I;()va |
ub-Magisiraie.

) Endorsement, No, 120, on the above Enclosure
I CcLilone; i ‘

Court, wh ,
WOeR & ., . ... «icwwon requested by Petitioner will be granted.

UnSta'mped paper3 and lahels are ‘x_nrewith returned

(Signed) F. B. MOLONY,

MAaDANaPALLI, 22nd September 1864. Joint Magistral
oint Magistrate.

I~ pom . "
Row, V ediacharri’s house, Anicut Street, Conjeveram.

- either he himself, or an Agent of his, should appear before this

L i A
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ENCLOSURE J.
<o awe nancidered qualified for the post of Tahsildar in Cuddapah

General ' ¢ 7 o
District. |
. 'Past service and pre-/Qualifications, acquire- g

.tposition, and pay] ments, character, ha-,

By whom recon

mended. o the person rocom-| ~ bits, of the person re. Remas
secominen mended. commended.

1 1 2 3l 5 : i °

1 . 1. i |
| s Row, of theGomastah D. Young, active, and in Possesses no!
F. B Molont. Exq, /0. Ram Row o A b W.e 0 10| sound health, can be' Tamd |

i

?‘?};— n,|Writer  do. O 11| relied on, and ought
Gomastah do. 1 9] to form a good Dis-, ;
, , Acting Sub- trict . officer ; knows, (
i ‘ Overseer ... 0 11 Telngu, English, Ta- ‘

: Gomastah and | mil, and Mahratta ;;
| writer... ... 0 6 has passed the Ma- ;
English Clerk, Sub- gisterial Test. | ;
. Division of Cud- ;

dapah, 35 Rupees| g

i  a month. R o
] (Signed) F.B. MOLONY,

Sub-Collector,

No @7 Tl rxie HoxorsnLE THE GoverNos ¥ CouNerr,
| Fort Saint George.

The humble address of C. RAM ROW, late
Sub-Magistrate of Pelair, in Cuddapah
District,
Most HuMBLY SHEWETH,

That Petitioner most humbly begs to gtato that the Endorsement, No. 2816 of

864 ted to him on his petition, dated 20th October 1864, .is not satisfactory to
llﬁm ’ g’;i:refore Petitioner begs. to enclose a petition, in triplicate, to the address
. 2 ’

. Tndia. which, Petitioner humbly
R lo the Secretary of State for India, which, Pef
gﬁ: ;?&ghgg(;ﬁgi};rein Council to forward to that authority, with your Excel-

1 s pecommendation, and at the same time begs to be favored with a receipt to
ency’s ) &

that effect.

For which ac gs in duty bound, shall ever pray.
2. For which

(Signed) C. RAM ROW,
Late Sub-Magistrate

t of goodness, Petitioner,

Mapras, 25th February 18063.

FATE FOR INDIA.

The humble petition of Coimbatore RAM
ROW, late Sub-Magistrate of Pelair, in the
Kalkada Talug, District of Cuddapab, Madras

Presidency,

. Y OF 3
To tee Riour HONOBABLE THE SECRETAR

*

K » .
" 864, of the Madras Government on his petition,

aving been most unjustly and
and his dismissal having been

Most HuusLy SHEWE
Erdorsement,
864, Petitioner begs
fice by Mr. Join

No. 2816 of 1
to represent that h

Referring to the
t Magistrate Molony,

dated 20th October 1
arbitrarily dismissed from ©




———rn P
-~ 2 s e e O

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Judicial Departmer!,

8
Tth April 1865.

confirmed by the Honorable Board of Revenue and Government of Madras, Petitioner begs to
bring the following points to the favorable consideration of your Excellency, in the fervent hope
that. in vizcw thereof, he will be reinstated. . ’

_ a preliminary observation, petitioner would submit, with the utmost deference, that
his father C. Soobarow, and his grand father Cornwallis Narain Row, ditd in the service of the
British Government, having served most faithfully and loyally.

This proves* that Petitioner has descended
from an honest and respectable family,

3. The principal groundst on which Peti-
tioner was removed from office are : —

* Vil: Enclosure A.
t Vide Enclosure B.

1. Falsifying the Diary.
1. That Petitioner absconded ; and,
1I1.  That he has committed many irregularities.

4' I )f M . R
defence :: x.m erence to the ":b‘“'e three points, Petitioner would humbly submit the following

5. Tk i i ..
at he did not make any false entries in his Diary. Petitioner was in Pelair on Mon-
1 Vide Euclosure C. day and Tuesday the Ist and 2nd February
- 1864, as is evidenced by the testimony} of the
most respect i e ’ y T+
another g::i:iie P"Tt;OHf of ﬂ'\e. Villagers, and the inhabitants of the adjacent villages. Besides
beon the‘anniverS:O (;h?etltlou(ir_ ha.vfng been present on the Ist F. ebruary is that, it haviog
y of his father's demise, he has, as usual on such occasions, entertained cer-
§ Vide Eaclosure D, tain Brahmins and fed them, all of whom have
. dhibited their sigratures to the statement§
that Petit ; . grature ¢
ble, orepl' ;g:;;’e"::rpi)ei?tft at Pclair on the Ist February. Such being the case, how was it possi-
On the con‘rary, nothii lt:;m:; to hth:1 been at Mudanapalli, which is 30 miles distant from Pelair ?
01 ) ng e records of the proceedi f th i i
that Petitioner was at Madanapali, and not at Ifelair e 0‘ the Joint Magishate goes to show
6. Agai ; - ) ‘
being closofla";rf]ogum Ranlu came to.Petxtloner’s office late in the evening, . 13 about
’ a complaint of one Bilvanathum, a goldsmith, having dc ¥, or

rather of hi . _ . :
1800t - ____: to her the trinkets she had ordered bhim to make, and to make which

she had furni im wi
ately took dovi};fi:;?r g;:] the Qnece.ssary quantity of gold. Her -~--+iun Petitioner immedi-
ready at hand belonging to h?lrllxssclz af::)lms lt}()f th:e(.)riminal Procedn on such paper as was
Petit; ) iere being no office t the time. This,
Gaze:zzlfli‘nwo:fieiotlzp::gg ctl(ita(.lio .by 8 Zillah B!agistrate's Circular order published in the Zillah
the deposition given by her e ]:fngt the complainant unnecessarily, and she attached her signature to
Telug, and it wae - " ot ISP-O be observed that said Bogum Rami can both read and write
Pelair, instead of euf.)r.fetl.tloner to have imposed on her by dating her deposition at
her Vakalutnama to 61;;‘-{;?3}‘!, i It{hls were the fact. TFurther the paper on which she exccuted
the paper from his (Petition;r' agufo“', who was 3 vo]tmtecr in Petitioner's office, and who took
having taken down the i '9) ter. 'The truth of the above statement of Petitioner, as to his
st . nthe depsition of the Bogum Rami at Pelair, would have been still further
proved, if the evidence of V, Ram Row and Soevannnr Conme XF o1 1, d been taken by the Joint
Magistrate, which was not done. ’ 16 boen Taten by e Jo
" w;atf;?{;i:;;tf fm‘" jour I"IJ‘:cellen'cy to f:nnsider that Petitioner could have had no object to
Rami's honge am’i. -~ without leave ; that he had no reason to go to Bogum
deposition 'v’ v - .--..;d of: reason whatever for him to corcoct anything like the
given by said Bogum Rami. Petitioner was wholly overwhelmed with business, and it

séands to‘! at he would not have entered the matte: Diary gratuitously, unless said

ogum Lii ;. acrred a complaint before him.

- 8. The true causes.of her prevarications were that wuid I3~ Rami and said Bii\'anafhum
AL (;l;i\rre}lf'd-, the:v having been previously on the most intiw. .5 ; in fact the one was the
concubir: ‘her, and on the heat and excitement of the moment, he having deserted her,

'Thereafter, petitioner &

_superiors, ¢

T s
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she came ard complained and gave in her deposition at Felair ; but, in consequence of her having
grhrnnsmn il anmmasaisad wich Lo mollant the said goldemith, she turned round and denied
L wnethum,  These are the reel facs of the matter.

‘ 3 for Begum Rami to go and prefer &
compiaiai tc 3 Sub-idagiciraie at Felar, astatica +F from Madanapaili, her'place of resi-
dence, where there was another Sub-Magistrate. - ......_2r weuld humbly submit, in reply, that
the whole of the transactions betwesn said Bogum Rami and Rilvanathum .occurred within
Petitioner’s jurisdicticn, and therefore it was that she came and preferred the complaint to
petitioner at Pelair. ' "

10. Lastly, petitioner would respectfully submit that he ws snly 20 days at Pelair, when
the complaint was preferred by said Bogum Kami, and that he know nothing whatever regarding
Bilvarathum, and, therefore, could have had no animosity sgainst him, and febricate a false charge

against hir-

1L i
most humbly r. .
apprehension of the

‘1@ second charge, that of petitioner having absconded, petitioner would
Mat at the time he was unjustly pleced under suspension, from a mis-
s of the case which then transpired, Petitiones applied for two weeks
leave, aud his urzee® was mis-interpreted by
the Joint Magistrate’s Shervistadar for a3 may
months, and he cuinséquently became displeased
with him. -
12. That petitioner did nob ebscond without leave may be perceived from.‘the en.c!.osed
urzee,} witiz an endorsement, which petitioner
addressed to Mr.Joint Magistrate Molony, under
date 141h September 1864, from Conjeveram,
stating that his place of resicence was$ at Vadiackarry’s house at f:.nic:lz S‘treet. Had peti;fne;
been absent without leave, would he have written o lhe' shove effect ? Wnetn he was u;a.t;s cénj
to the Xadiri Division, petitioner e sizk,and placed hlmself‘ xﬁmdeﬁ.r the bngatme_nt.'o' t’xe iv
Surgeon of Chitteor, Mr. déFabéck, who grant-
ed him a centificate® for two weeks, on the first

i Vide Enclosura E.

-t Vide Znclosgre 1,

#® Vide Bnolosure F. | -
cccasion, Petitloner enclosed that certificate

with an urzeet to the Juint Magictrate.  Un-
forianately bis Sheristadar made a blunder and

4 Vide Eaclosure E.
whereupon the Joint Magisirate got engry and

mis-interpreted the two weeks to t70 months,

susj iti zice,
suspended petitioner from servic e vered
pe gpk -~atlv, the self-same Surgeod, finding Fatiticner unrecd red, g ' '
13 Subsequentds certificats] for one month, which pstiiioner
v or H. G. Smith, with

forwarded to Mr. Collec! :
an usnee, who wes at the time o6 I}/!ts.danapa}h.

and the Surgeon having lefu the
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15,
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10 7th April 1865.

16. Though the Joint Magistrat« in hic Report states that Petitioner has committed many
irregularities, there is no specificatior t the irrevularities were, That gentleman, good
and just as he is, was, to Do’ great misfor: v his subordinateg, and there-
fore it was that petitioner w: ly and arbiiranily removed from office.

can be dismissed on mere suspicion, and without ' baving been brought to trial on any alleged
charge. How then ean it be right and justto remove petitioner from his office ?-—Under the
furegoing explanation— ’

Ist.—That he did not make any false entry in his Diary,

20d.~That he did not abscond from his station without leave, and;

3rd.—That he committed no irregularities, whilst he was employed a8 an English Writer,
your Excellency will be pleased 1o observe that petitioner has been hardly and harshly dealt with.
He, therefore, most humbly and respectfully solicits your Excellency to take into your just and
merciful consideration, and pass an order directing his re-insiatement in office.

18. Petitioner is yet young, and he has a growing family, and it is hard that whilst he
has wholly devoted himself to acquire a thorough knowledge of the Fnglish, Tamil, Telugu and

and isin no way, any wise, fit for any other employment, be should be now thro without
any just cause or reason, and cast upon the wide oold world, for the subsistence of himself and
family. Therefore, Petitioner most humbly, and with the utmost deference, solicits your Exc.1-

lency, in view of all the foregoing facts, to be ~~ - !y pleased to comply with his prayer- .
For which'act of goodness and justice, Pc , as in duty bound, shall ever pray.
‘ (Signed) C. RAMA ROV,
Mapras, 25th February 1865, Lote Sub- Magisirals.
o. €6 OrpER THEREON, 7th April 1865, No. 550.

Resolved that the Memorial received with the second Petition, recorded above,
be forwarded to the Right Honorable the Secrotary of State.

(True Extract.)
A.J. ARBUTENOT,
Chief Secretary.

Bzd, J, H, Barm,

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Judicial Departments.

17. Under the orders ¢. ... —,...:nc and Home Governments, no Uncovenanted Servant8 -

Mahratta languages, and of the Rules, Regulations, avd- Acts, and passed the Test evamination -

.
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